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PER CURI AM

Manuel Hernandez seeks to appeal his conviction and
sentence to 255 nonths in prison and five years of supervised
release following his guilty plea pursuant to a witten plea
agreenent to conspiracy to distribute and possess with intent to
distribute five or nore kilogranms of cocaine in violation of 21
U S.C § 846 (2000). He seeks to raise a claim challenging his

sentence on the ground that it viol ated Apprendi v. New Jersey, 530

U. S 466 (2000); Blakely v. Washington, 124 S. . 2531 (2005); and

United States v. Booker, 125 S. C. 738 (2005). Because we find

Hernandez is precluded fromraising this claimby his valid appeal
wai ver, we dism ss the appeal.

“‘“Pl ea bargains rest on contractual principles, and each
party should receive the benefit of its bargain.’” Uni t ed

States v. Blick, 408 F.3d 162, 173 (4th G r. 2005) (quoting United

States v. Ringling, 988 F.2d 504, 506 (4th Cr. 1993)). \Were the

United States seeks to enforce an appeal waiver, and there is no
claimthat the United States breached its obligations under the
pl ea agreement, this court wll enforce the waiver to preclude a
def endant fromappealing a specific issueif the record establishes
he know ngly and intelligently agreed to wai ve the right to appeal,
and the issue being appealed is within the scope of the waiver.
Id. at 168-69. On appeal, Hernandez does not chall enge his waiver

as unknowi ng or involuntary but contends the issue he seeks to



appeal is not within the scope of the waiver. Because Hernandez
expressly agreed to be sentenced “pursuant to the Sentenci ng Ref orm
Act of 1984," and unqualifiedly waived his right to appeal
“what ever sentence is inposed, including any issues that relate to
the establishnment of the guideline range,” we find his argunent

squarely foreclosed by our recent decision in United States v.

Blick, 408 F.3d 162, 171-72 (4th Cir. 2005).

Accordingly, we dismss this appeal. W dispense with
oral argunent because the facts and Ilegal contentions are
adequately presented in the materials before the court and ar gunent

woul d not aid the decisional process.
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